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1905-1906 the plan embodied in the alternative clause of the Attorney-General—
Age 53-54 which was to exempt Trade Unions from liability even in cases where
agency was established. He would never assent himself to a proposition
of that kind, unless the same law was applied to the masters as to the
men. . . . Therefore he could only assent to an arrangement which
established perfect equality as between the combinations of masters and
the combinations of men, and his objection in principle on this point
was met by the alternative clause of his hon. and learned friend the
Attorney-General. As he had said, he thought the balance of practical
convenience would have been met by the adoption of the course which
he had originally suggested. But he had to bear in mind two very
important facts. The first was that the solution in the alternative clause
commended itself to the vast majority of those concerned. That was
not a decisive consideration; but it was one that was not without weight.
But a more important point was that upon the whole he had come to
the conclusion—gradually, he admitted—that there was less risk of
actual legislation on disputed questions going to the Courts of Law,
passing from one stage of appeal to another, and involving loss of temper,
money, and time, by adopting the perfectly simple and common-sense
method embodied in the alternative clause, than if they were to lay
down in regard to industrial combinations a new code of the law of
agency."1
The speech bears evidence of political distress, but he had carried
Ms point as far as he thought wise or practicable at a moment when
it was becoming more and more evident that the fate of the Govern-
ment and the Liberal cause depended on unity among Liberal
leaders. This was Ms sole difference of any importance with
Campbell-Bannerman in the period in wMch he served with him as
Ms principal lieutenant.
Asquith's general view on Trade Union law was that if you once
departed from the general assumption wMch had served sufficiently
well from the Act of 1871 up to the Taff Vale judgments, that Trade
Unions were not suable in their funds, almost any solution was
open to grave legal objection. It was one thing to get this principle
accepted as part of public policy for the equalising of conditions
between Capital and Labour, and quite another to definei it in law,
He was always impatient of the criticisms passed by the Trade
Unionists on the Judges responsible for the Taff Vale and Quinn
v. Leatham decisions, for he held these decisions to be sound in law
a&d altogether inevitable, if the question was put to the test in the
Courts, But he thought it a misfortune that the question had been
raised and " the long practical immunity/' as the Royal Commission
termed it, disturbed.
1 House of Commons, 3rd Auguit, 1906.

